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ABSTRACT 
The objective of the research was to analyze the influence of planning, implementation, 
supervision and control, bureaucratic structure, and information system on the 
management of regional government’s property with communication as moderating 
variable in the SerdangBedagai District Administration. The research used causal 
method, using primary data with questionnaires. The population was 141 respondents, 
and all of them were used as the samples. The data were analyzed by using multiple linear 
regression analysis and residual test for testing moderating variable. The result of the 
research showed that showed that, simultaneously, planning, implementation, supervision 
and control, bureaucratic structure, and information system had significant influence on 
the management of regional government’s property. Partially, implementation, 
bureaucracy structure, and information system had positive and significant influence on 
the management of regional government’s property. Meanwhile, planning, supervision, 
and control had positive and insignificant influence on the management of regional 
government’s property. The variable of communication could not moderate the 
correlation of planning, implementation, supervision and control, bureaucratic structure, 
and information system with the management of regional government’s property. 
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1. INTRODUCTION. 
The problem of not having WTP opinion from the BPK-RI audit result on LKPD is quite 
varied, but the phenomenon that occurs more often due to the problem from the 
management of fixed asset that is not accountable so that the presentation of fixed assets 
is not audible to its fairness by the auditor. Management of regional property is carried out 
from the cycle of planning, implementation, supervision and control. In addition to capital 
expenditure budgeting, the problem of managing regional property, also related to the 
budget problem of fixed asset maintenance. Accountability is a form of obligation to 
account for the cleanliness or failure of the organization's mission in achieving 
predetermined objectives and targets, through a periodic accountability media. 
The process of maintaining fixed assets should be supported by the recording of asset 
maintenance in order to avoid lost expenses, ie incremental maintenance allocation 
(additional) even if many assets are not functioning or lost. 
 
Research purposes 
As already stated in the formulation of the above problem, the purpose of this research is; 
1. To analyze the influence of planning, implementation, supervision and control, 
bureaucracy structure, and information system have effect srimultanly and partially to 
the management of local property in Serdang Bedagai Regency. 
2. To analyze communication skills in moderating the relationship planning, 
implementation, supervision and control, bureaucratic structure, and information 
systems in the management of local property on the Government of Serdang Bedagai 
Regency. 
Benefits of research 
This research is expected to provide benefits, among others are; 
1. Can be a material for the development of top literatures directly related to the 
management of local property. 
2. For the local government as information to determine the factors that affect the 
management of local property to increase the opinion of financial statements to WTP at 
the Government of Serdang Bedagai District. 
3. For academics this research is expected, as a basis for further research, particularly on 
the management of local property. 
 
2. THE LITERATURE AND DEVELOPMENT OF HYPOTHESES 
2.1. Management of Regional Property 
According to Oktavia and Sumini (2010) Management of regional property is part of the 
regional financial management. In addition, the property of the region is one important 
element in the framework of governance and service to the community. Therefore, of 
course the management of good local property will reflect good local financial 
management. 
2.2. Planning 
According Jusmin (2013) .The purpose of local property management planning are: 1. 
Ensuring the effectiveness and coordination of local government-owned property 
management activities; 2. Supervise the use of funds in the management process as well 
as the use of property owned by the property area; Ensure that local property management 
issues have been addressed in decision-making meetings as the basis for the preparation 
of service plans; Understand the limits of effectiveness, efficiency and consider the 
economic conditions in preparing the management / management of regional property; 
Establish a pattern of cooperation in the management of local property with third parties 
or other organizations capable of meeting the needs of the community. 
2.3. Implementation 
According to Yusuf (2010) Implementation is a whole set of processes ranging from 
procurement, use, utilization, security and maintenance, assessment, deletion, alienation, 
and administration, in addition Institutional structure also affects the effectiveness and 
efficiency of management of local property that requires planning, supervision, and 
cooperation of related units. 
2.4. Supervision And Control 
According to Siregar (2004) Recent supervision and control often becomes a problem for 
local government. Regional Administration Management Information System (SIMDA 
BMD) is a sufficiently effective means to improve supervision and control, because 
through the SIMDA BMD all actions against local property can be monitored properly, 
ranging from the scope of handling to who is responsible for handling it. 
ureaucratic structure 
According to Inayah, (2010). The bureaucratic structure is a characteristic, norms, and 
patterns of relationships that occur over and over again in executive agencies that have a 
good potential relationship or real with what they have in running the policy. 
Information Systems 
  According Sutanta (2003: 19) is a set of subsystems are interconnected, gather together 
and form a unity, interact and cooperate between the parts with one another in a way to 
perform data processing functions, receive input in the form of data, then cultivate it, and 
produce information output as the basis for useful decision making. 
Communication 
According Inayah (2010) Communication can be used as benchmarks how far policies in 
the form of regulations have been delivered clearly with the same interpretation and can 
be done consistently by the implementing officers of the regulation. 
 
3. METHODOLOGY 
This research is primary data. According to Umar (2009), primary data is data obtained 
from the first source either from individuals or individuals such as the results of 
interviews or the results of the usual questionnaires conducted by the study. Data 
collection from respondents using research instruments in the form of questionnaires 
delivered by researchers as much as 141 koesioner and awaited for 14 days. The type of 
data used in this study is qualitative data in the form of primary data. 
 
Method of collecting data 
The technique used is survey method, which is data collection obtained directly from 
original source with questionnaire (Ikhsan and Ghozali, 2006). Technique of collecting 
data in this research is through questionnaire. 
 
Variable Operational Definition 
The operational definition of each variable is the definition used as the basis for 
determining the value of each variable. Research variables in this study are independent 
variables, dependent, and moderating. The independent variable is the variable that 
influences the dependent variable and the dependent variable is the variable which is the 
main concern of the researcher (Now, 2006), According to Lubis (2012), the moderating 
variable can influence the direct relationship both strengthen and weaken the independent 
variable with dependent. 
This research uses five independent variables, namely planning (X1), implementation (X2), 
supervision and control (X3), bureaucratic structure (X4), and information system (X5), 
without and through veriabel moderating ie communication (Z) and one variable dependent 
namely the Management of Regional Property (Y). 
 
Data analysis method 
Data analysis method used to test hypothesis is multiple linear regression which aims to test 
and analyze, both srimultan and partial how big influence planning (X1), supervision (X2), 
supervision and control (X3), Bureaucratic Structure (X4), information system (X5), 
without and through moderating veriabel communication (Z), and one dependent variable is 
the management of local property (Y) Data processing using Statistical Package for Social 
Science (SPSS) program. 
4. RESULT AND DISCUSSION 
1. Graph Analysis 
 
 
2. Statistical Analysis 
Based on the results of normality test using Kolmogorov Smirnov test and by looking at 
the graph test, it can be concluded that the data has a normal distribution. If the asymp.sig 
(2-tailed) probability value in the Kolmogorov Smirnov test is greater than 0.05 it can be 
stated that the data is normally distributed, otherwise if the asymp.sig (2-tailed) 
probability is less than 0.05 it can be concluded that the data is not normally distributed 
(Ghozali, 2013). 
 
 
 
Table 4.1  
One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test 
One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test 
 
Unstandardized 
Residual 
N 141 
Normal Parametersa,b Mean .0000000 
Std. Deviation .90207542 
Most Extreme Differences Absolute .084 
Positive .063 
Negative -.084 
Test Statistic .084 
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) .215c 
a. Test distribution is Normal. 
b. Calculated from data. 
c. Lilliefors Significance Correction. 
Sumber : hasil penelitian, 2017 (data diolah) 
 
 
Test Multicolonierity  
 Table 4.2 
Test Multicolonierity 
Coefficientsa 
Model 
Unstandardized 
Coefficients 
Standardized 
Coefficients 
T Sig. 
Collinearity Statistics 
B Std. Error Beta Tolerance VIF 
1 (Constant) 11.068 2.883  3.840 .000   
Perencanaan .084 .076 .090 0,804 .272 .881 1.135 
Pelaksanaan .116 .049 .205 2.380 .019 .791 1.265 
Pengawasan dan 
Pengendalian .011 .022 .039 0,750 .617 .954 1.048 
Struktur Birokrasi .163 .083 .171 1.965 .049 .771 1.297 
Sistem Informasi .137 .090 .134 1.918 .031 .752 1.330 
 
 
Heterocedasticity Test 
Test heterokedastisitas to the data concluded that the regression model does not occur 
heterokedastisitas. This can be seen from scatterplots where the spread of dots that spread 
randomly, does not form a certain clear pattern, as well as spreads either above or below 
the number 0 on the Y axis (Ghozali, 2013). 
 
 Hypothesis Testing First  
Coefficient of Determination (R2) 
 
Tabel 4.3 
Model Summaryb 
Model R R Square 
Adjusted R 
Square 
Std. Error of the 
Estimate Durbin-Watson 
1 .836a .805 .801 .318 1.847 
 
a. Statistical Test F 
The results of statistical tests F (simultaneous test) on planning, implementation, 
supervision and control, bureaucratic structure, information system, disposition / attitude 
and communication simultaneously and partially influence the management of local 
property. the results obtained as shown in table 5.8 
 
Tabel 4.4 
Statistical Test F 
ANOVAa 
Model Sum of Squares Df Mean Square F Sig. 
1 Regression 27.385 5 5.477 6.495 .000b 
Residual 116.365 136 .843   
Total 143.750 141    
 
Based on Table 5.8, the F value of 6.495 is greater than the F table value of 2.28 and the 
significance value of F is 0.000 smaller than α = 0.05 then Ho is rejected or the proposed 
hypothesis is accepted. 
 
b Test Statistics t 
The results of statistical tests t (partial test) on planning, implementation, supervision and 
control, bureaucracy structure, information system, disposition / attitude and 
communication partially influence the management of local property obtained results as 
follows: 
 
Tabel 4.5 
Test Statistics t 
Coefficientsa 
Model 
Unstandardized Coefficients 
Standardized 
Coefficients 
t Sig. B Std. Error Beta 
1 (Constant) 11.068 2.883  3.840 .000 
Perencanaan .084 .076 .090 0.804 .272 
Pelaksanaan .116 .049 .205 2.380 .019 
Pengawasan dan 
Pengendalian 
.011 .022 .039 0.750 .617 
Struktur Birokrasi .163 .083 .171 1.965 .049 
Sistem Informasi .137 .090 .134 1.918 .031 
 
Results of Second Hypothesis Testing 
     This second hypothesis test uses multiple linear regression analysis with 
residual test, and moderating variable of communication. The use of moderating variables 
is intended to prove the hypothesis that communication variables can moderate the 
relationships of planning, implementation, supervision and control variables, bureaucratic 
structure, information systems, dispositions / attitudes and communications with variable 
management of local property. The result of linear regression equation to moderating 
communication variable in this research can be seen in table 4.6 
 
Table 4.6 
Results of Second Hypothesis Testing 
Coefficientsa 
Model 
Unstandardized Coefficients 
Standardized 
Coefficients 
t Sig. B Std. Error Beta 
1 (Constant) -.011 3.145  -.003 .997 
Perencanaan .144 .083 .124 1.734 .085 
Pelaksanaan .239 .053 .339 4.482 .000 
Pengawasan dan Pengendalian 
.022 .024 .062 .901 .369 
Struktur Birokrasi .256 .091 .216 2.822 .005 
Sistem Informasi .195 .099 .153 1.977 .050 
Dependent Variable: Komunikasi 
Sumber : hasil penelitian, 2017 (data diolah) 
𝒁 = −𝟎, 𝟎𝟏𝟏 + 𝟎, 𝟏𝟒𝟒𝐗𝟏 + 𝟎, 𝟐𝟑𝟗𝐗𝟐 + 𝟎, 𝟎𝟐𝟐𝐗𝟑 + 𝟎, 𝟐𝟓𝟔𝟒𝐗𝟒 + 𝟎, 𝟏𝟗𝟓𝐗𝟓 
From the above model can be concluded that the implementation, supervision and control, 
bureaucracy structure and information system disposition / attitude have a significant 
positive effect on communication, and positively insignificant to communication, while 
planning, supervision and control does not affect the communication. 
 
5. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 Conclusion 
From the data analysis, hypothesis testing and discussion of research, it can be taken some 
conclusions: 
1 Planning, Implementation, Supervision and Control, Bureaucratic System, Information 
and Communication System, disposition / attitude and bureaucratic structure if 
implemented as a whole will increase the achievement of the management of local 
property on the Government of Serdang Bedagai Regency. While the partial variable 
Implementation, Bureaucracy Structure, Information System, and communication have 
a significant positive effect on the management of property owned by the Government 
of Serdang Bedagai Regency, while the variables of planning, supervision and control, 
have positive, but not significant. 
2 Communication is a moderating variable capable of moderating the relationship 
between planning, execution, supervision and control, bureaucratic structure, 
information and communication system, disposition / attitude and bureaucratic 
structure to the management of local property of Serdang Bedagai Regency 
Government. 
 
Limitations of Research 
 
1. This research uses survey method in the form of questionnaire and do not do interview 
directly. This may result in data obtained only through written instruments, so that 
there may be a misperception by respondents. 
2. Respondents in this study only officials involved in the management of goods in SKPD 
in Serdang Bedagai District. 
 
Suggestion 
 
1. The researcher is then suggested to add survey method through questionnaires / 
questionnaires also to interview to get additional information, and increase the number 
of respondents externally such as DPRD Member, Internal Auditor or BPKP in order to 
obtain information about the problems related to the property of Serdang Bedagai 
Regency. So the more known how to make the property belonging to the Regional 
Government of Serdang Bedagai Regency more optimal in its management. 
2. It is expected to the Government of Serdang Bedagai Regency to improve or improve 
the variables that are not significant as follows: 1. Planning, 2. Supervision and 
Control. As for the following significant variables to be maintained, namely: 1. 
Implementation, 2. Bureaucratic Structure, 3. Information Systems. 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
REFERENCE  
 
[1] Koswara. 2001. Dinamika Informasi dalam Era Global. CV. Rajawali. Jakarta. 
[2] Sutanta. Edhy. 2003. Sistem Informasi Manajemen, Cetakan Pertama.  Yogyakarta: 
Graha Ilmu 
[3] Mardiasmo. 2004. Otonomi dan Manajemen Keuangan Daerah, Edisi II, Andi, 
Yogyakarta. 
[4] Jogiyanto. 2005. Analisis dan Desain Sistem Informasi. Yogyakarta: Penerbit Andi,  
[5] Jogiyanto. Hartono. 2007. Metodologi Penelitian Bisnis: Salah Kaprah Dan 
Pengalaman-Pengalaman. BPFE. Yogyakarta. 
[6] Kabupaten Serdang Bedagai, Peraturan Daerah Nomor 30 Tahun 2007 tanggal 30 
Nopember 2007 tentang Organisasi Perangkat Daerah Kabupaten Serdang Bedagai. 
[7] Peraturan Bupati Serdang Bedagai Nomor 11 tanggal 28 Mei 2014 tentang Kebijakan 
Akuntansi Kabupaten Serdang Bedagai. 
[8] Peraturan Bupati Serdang Bedagai Nomor 12 tanggal 28 Mei 2014 tentang Sistem 
Akuntansi Pemerintah Daerah Kabupaten Serdang Bedagai. 
[9] Surat Keputusan Bupati Serdang Bedagai Nomor 34 Tahun 2011 tentang 
Penyelenggaraan Sistem Pengendalian Intern Pemerintah Kabupaten Serdang 
Bedagai. 
[10] Peraturan Daerah Nomor 30 Tahun 2007 tanggal 30 Nopember 2007 tentang 
Organisasi Perangkat Daerah Kabupaten Serdang Bedagai. 
[11] Rochaety. Eti; Tresnati, Ratih; dan Madjid Latief, Abdul, 2007. Metodologi 
Penelitian Bisnis Dengan Aplikasi SPSS. Jakarta: Myra Walang Media  
[12] Supriyadi. Wasis. 2008.  Evaluasi Proses Inventarisasi Barang Milik Daerah dalam 
Mendukung Pengelolaan Barang Milik Daerah yang Efektif dan Efisien di 
Pemerintah Kabupaten Lampung Barat, Karya Akhir Pascasarjana Universitas 
Indonesia 
[13] Abdullah, Syukriy. 2009. Optimalisasi Pengelolaan Aset Daerah. 
https://syukriy.wordpress.com/2009/04/25/optimalisasi-pengelolaan-aset-daerah/. 
Diakses tanggal 15 Maret 2016 
[14] Inayah. 2010.  Studi Persepsi Faktor-Faktor Yang Mempengaruhi Implementasi 
Kebijakan Pengelolaan Aset Daerah Di Kota Tangerang. Tesis. FISIP Universitas 
Indonesia.  
[15] Masmuh, Abdullah. 2010. Komunikasi Organisasi Dalam Presfektif Teori dan 
Praktek, Cetakan Kedua. Malang : Penerbit UMM Malang 
[16] Oktaviana. 2010. Pengelolaan Aset Daerah Berkaitan Opini Disclaimer BPK di 
Kabupaten Toja Una Una di Provinsi Sulawesi Tengah Tahun 2007. Tesis-
Yogyakarta: S2 Program Pasca Sarjana UGM. 
[17] Sholeh, Chatib dan Heru Rochmansjah, 2010. Pengelolaan Keuangan dan Aset 
Daerah. Jakarta: Fokus Media   
[18] Yusuf, M. 2010. Delapan Langkah Pengelolaan Aset Daerah Menuju Pengelolaan 
Keuangan Daerah Terbaik. Jakarta : Salemba Empat  
[19] Darno. 2012. Analisis Pengaruh Kemampuan Sumber Daya Manusia dan 
Pemanfaatan Teknologi Informasi Terhadap Kualitas Laporan Barang Kuasa 
Pengguna (Studi pada Satuan Kerja di Wilayah Kerja KPPN Malang). Jurnal 
Ilmiah Malang : Mahasiswa FEB Universitas Brawijaya   
[20] Gusman. 2012. Komitmen Pimpinan Ciptakan Sumber Daya Manusia Sebagai 
Pelayan Prima.http://bdkpalembang.kemenag.go.id/komitmen-pimpinan-ciptakan-
sdm-sebagai-pelayan-prima/bkd.palembang.go.id..Diakses tanggal 7 September 
2015. 
[21] Kumorotomo, Wahyudi. 2012. Analisis Kebijakan  Mengenai Aset dan 
Pengelolaan Barang Milik Daerah  http://www.kumoro.staff.ugm.ac.id 
/file_artikel/Manajemen%20Aset%20dan%20Pengelolaan%20BMD.pdfkumoro.staf
f.ugm.ac.id/act=isiberita&id=292. Diakses tanggal 7 September 2015 
[22] Munaim. 2012. Kebijakan Pengelolaan Barang Milik Daerah Pada Pemerintah 
Provinsi Nusa Tenggara Barat, Tugas Akhir Program Magister Administrasi Publik. 
Universitas Terbuka. 
[23] Simamora, Rudianto. 2012. Faktor –faktor yang Mempengaruhi Pengelolaan Aset 
Pasca Pemekaran Wilayah dan Pengaruhnya Terhadap Kualitas Laporan Keuangan 
Pemerintah di Kabupaten Tapanuli Selatan, Jurnal Ekonomi dan Bisnis. Volume 10. 
Nomor 01. 
[24] Suharto, Agus. 2012. Pengaruh Kualitas Sumber Daya Manusia, Komitmen dan 
Motivasi Terhadap Kinerja Pegawai Pada Inspektorat Kabupaten Dairi, Jurnal Ilmu 
Manajemen, REVITALISASI, Vol. 1 Nomor 3. 
[25] Azhar, Iqlima. 2013. Pengaruh Kualitas Aparatur Daerah, Regulasi dan Sistem 
Informasi Terhadap Manajemen Aset (Studi Pada SKPD Pemerintah Kota Banda 
Aceh: Tesis. Universitas Syiah Kuala. 
[26] Ghozali: 2013. Aplikasi Analisis Multivarate dengan Program SPSS. Semarang: 
UNDIP 
[27] Haryanto. 2013 . Pengaruh Sumber Daya Manusia dan Pemanfaatan Teknologi 
Informasi dalam Peningkatan Kualitas Pelaporan Aset Daerah. Buku Pengelolaan 
Akuntansi Keuangan Daerah –UNDIP. 
[28] -----------,2013. Analisis Faktor Eksternal dan Internal yang mempengaruhi Akurasi 
Pelaporan Aset Daerah. Buku Pengelolaan Akuntansi Keuangan Daerah –UNDIP. 
[29] Siregar, Syofian. 2013. Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif. Jakarta: Kencana 
[30] Gutomo, Kotot. 2014. Berburu Opini WTP. http://www.bpkp.go.id/%20jateng/ 
konten/1910/Berburu-Opini-WTP.bpkp. Diakses tanggal 11 Juli 2015. 
[31] Pekei. Hadiwidjojo, Djumilah; dan Sumiati, Djumahir. 2014. The Effectiveness Of 
Local Asset Management (A Study On The Government Of Jayapura, International 
Journal of Business and Management Invention. 
[32] Respationo, Soerya. 2014.  Percepatan Penyelesaian Hibah Barang Milik Negara 
Kegiatan Dekonsentrasi dan Tugas Pembantuan.  http://kepriprov.go.id 
/index.php/143-berita/seputar-kepri/1054-pemprov-dukung-perluasan-fungsi-
pengelolaan-aset. Diakses tanggal 14 Maret 2016 
[33] Keuangan Pemerintah di Kabupaten Tapanuli Selatan, Jurnal Ekonomi dan Bisnis. 
Volume 10. Nomor 01. 
[34] Badan Pemeriksa Keuangan Republik Indonesia. 2015. Ikhtisar Hasil Pemeriksaan 
Semester I Tahun 2015. Jakarta. 
[35] Nancy, 2015.  Implementasi Kebijakan Pengelolaan Barang Milik Daerah Pada 
Dinas Pendidikan, Pemuda dan Olah Raga Kabupaten Sigi, Jurnal Katalogis, 
Volume 3 Nomor 2. 
[36] Sugito. 2014. Mengurai Benang Kusut Aset Tetap Pemda. 
www.bpkp.go.id/jateng/konten/1348/MENGURAI-BENANG-KUSUT-ASET-
TETAP-PEMDA.bpkp. Diakses tanggal 11 Juli 2015. 
[37] Tulungen, Evans. 2014. Analisis Faktor- Faktor Pengelolaan Barang Milik Negara 
Pada Komisi Pemilihan Umum Provinsi Sulawesi Utara. Jurnal Riset Bisnis dan 
Manajemen  Vol.2 No.3,  
